Attorney Dock*. No. FA235RE 

REMARKS 

Claim? 1-36, -! ! . -U and 43-^: \ w pending in the oivsoni .replication. In :bc abo\e 
anieudmerrs, cla ms 23-3° 42, ^5-50. o0~65. and "'-To are canopied, \ev*. Clamisr ^2-;^ ha\c 
Ket; added Thererore, after entrv of ths: above amendments, claims 1-22, -i>, -K, 43. -*4, 51-5°, 
b^-" } ard ih bo pending m ths appb-aPon. 

IVeniee Vbes es rhjt f nt present applicant rsov ns cone, .tier tor abov* once raid 
prompt and favorable action is respectfully requested. 

A, Amendment to the Draw bags 

The amended figures submitted herewith have been identified as "Amended" in accord 
with 37 C.F.R. §1 . 173. The changes to the drawings were explained in detail in the Preliminary 
Amendment tiled on June 14, 2001, and are summarized herein for the Examiner's convenience: 

In FIG. 3 A. the reference number for MICROPHONE is changed ifom 254 to 1 54. 

in FIG. 33, block 214, DE- ENCRYPTION is replaced with DECRYPTION. 

In FIG. 4. block 294, DE-ENCRYPTION is replaced with DECRYPTION. 

in FIG. 5. block 394, DE-ENCRYPTION is replaced with DECRYPTION. 

sn FIG. 5. the CDMA RECEI VER reference number is changed from 372 to 392. 

In FIG. 6 the PSTN reference number is changed from 10 to 450. 

AH choni^ a>e Cental in nature d.nd do not mtrouu* e ne\*. iubject matter Accordingly, 
Patentee submits tkixths.' greuxh to* ihe objection to the drawings has heen removed 
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®" Amendment to the Claims 

1 r-e > ici t re^srrtd ierei , a*t '-tee ,i>,Tw H rj'ked ^ vv i v; C.F.R. ^ I . r 73 

-j.^ t ra*c ( o orr^e !!> exiOHj 1 S v.kc^ a > . ^^ ( o' o i?e *d«~d ?s underlined, 
irpo- *. . t *xrn,« t na , ,A ir * t v(di cd u d r u R ^ * <{c) is .shown as 

Tonows: 



Status 

Support for Change? 

Claim I 

Original 

No change 


Amended herein to ad Jress 
35 U.S.C. ^112 issues 
noted b> ihe Examiner 

Original claim 2; claim 
amended tor elan H cation 
purposes only, no new 
matter. 

1 Amended herein to address 
™ , ?5 U.S.C. $112 issues 

noted r>v ine hxammer 

Original claims i and 3; 
chhm amended 10 address 
35 I SC $1 12 issues ; no 
nevv marter. 

Claim 4 

Amended herein to address j Original claims 1 and 4; 
i5 U.S.C. § 1 12 isj-ucs ; claim amended to address 
noted bs the E\annner ; 35 USC $112 issues ■ no 
i new matter. 

Claim 5 

Amended hereiii to address 
35 U.S.C. §112 issues 
noied hy the Rxammer 

Original claims I and 5, 
claim amended to address ; 
35 USC §112 issues : no 
new matter . 

Claim 6 

Amended herein to address 
35 U.S.C. §112 issues 
noted b> the Examiner 

Original claims i and 6; 
claim amended to address 
35 USC $112 issues : no 
new matter. 

Amended herein to address 

Claim 7 ! 35lI - S - C ^2iSSUCS 

, noted by me Bxammer 

Original claims 1 and 1\ 
claim amended to address 
35 USC §112 issues . no 
nevv matter. 

Claim 8 

Amended herein to address 
?5 U.S.C §;12rssuo 
noted by the Examiner 

Origmal claims 1 and 8; 
claim amended \r- address . 
35 I SC §112 issues • no \ 
new matter. ; 

Claim 9 

Vraendcd herein to address 
35 U.S.C . §112 issues 
noted by the Examiner 

Original claims 1 and L> : 1 
claim amended to address ' 
35 USC §1 12 issues ; ao 
new matter, 1 
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i matter. 


_____ ^u"- tv lid ' 


'„<■ * x\ 


»S r ^ C ^ '2 snu^ 1 Oicr 1 . d^i li G™ 

^rei diYica t „ro ^ c e~ lv "< t >as xvi , odo<. j<- 

d^eu.e 1 ' i i f vc a-- ,> mo %j\ rwv ~j 
ndit.i^ lvce>ndG"U o ^ 'a u,r, 1 < 

G r-20 


Claim 18 


^^l^s j L wo J< %i : Cxi led tu 

,io o i tie t\a ^i'xa xJ^eos ^UC^i 2 


Anctvioc 1 u.x \> t iJ.cv Ongir J c an:s 16 ic 
^ I v *. - : 'w cs ^ > \ r -n^xisitJ *<» 

"too i^efc^Mri«-C5 ^Ji e^^LbC^l 2 
^ e^ x \ 
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Sispporr for Changes 


noted b\ f.iv Examiner 


add~e^ 55 L"SC?Ii: 
issues no nev, mat"er 



I New; added bv the 
| amendment dated June ' -J , 
! ; amended Herein to 

I add "iti be processed and 
routed the network 
control er sk^mg therein a? 
Ic-si one list ot meinbfcro 
of at le^t one pu^b-ro-ta.K: 
iPTT) p rHv.e network" 
and "10 be p-occ^scd and 
touted in accordance v,\tl\ 
said at k-a.st one Lsf 


Cancelled 


New. added by the 
jmendment datee June " 4, 
2 n 0I 

Nc*v, added bTth^ 
.-.mendmen: cated ?une I J, 
?00k dm ended herein to 
replace 1 users"" with 
"dexiees <-~\ a 
communication group i<f 
^ treless devices" and "tae 
c>> aim urti ea t i ons j?j oao 
comprising o pevh to talk 
tP'VT; netVvOik"; deleted 

"at "eta-it some -n 
plurality of mobile users 
heme meinbeii of a on\ ate 
network" 1 , teplaeee. "'the 
pnvate network" \\ ; tb 
""niter member? of die 
corns nus d ca duns gre urt"; 
added '"front sv\ m«irr.bei 


Coiunm 4 Imc 59 to 
Cobitrn ? line 2o: 
Co" unn f> iines 33-5 c: 


Column 6 bnes 33-56 


Column - bne 
Column 0 l;ne 53 
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Claim 

Status 

Support for Changes 


of the communication? 
group" 


Claims 45-50 

Cancelled 


Claim. 51 

New; added by the 
amendment dated 
September 17, 2 004; 
amended herein to replace 
"private communication 

network'" with 
"'communication group of 
wireless devices" 

Column 4 line 59 to 
Column 6 line 56; 
Column 10 lines 5-3 7; 
Fig. 2 


'New; added by the 
amendment dated 
September 1 7, 2004 

Column 7 Lines 13-29 

Claim 53 

New; added by the 
amendment dated 
September 1 7, 2004 

Column 5 line 52 to 
Column 6 iirse 5 

Claim 54 

New; added by the 
amendment dated 
September 1 7. 2004; 
amended herein to correct 
claim dependency 

Column 5 lines 27 to 37; 
Fig- 2 

Claim 55 

New; added by the 
amendment dated 
September 17. 2004; 
amended herein to correct 
claim dependency 

Column 5 line? 27 to 37; 

Column 10 line 39 to 
Column 1 1 line 5; Fig, 6 

^..-lami 3o 

New; added by the 
amendment dated 
September .1 7, 2004 

Column 7 Lines 29-46 

Claim 57 

New; added by the 
amendment dated 
September 17, 2004 

Column 7 Lines 29-46 

Claim 58 

New; added by the 
amendment dated 
September 1 7, 2004 

Column 6 Lines 57-65 

Claim 59 

amendment dated 
September 1 7. 2004; 
amended herein to correct 
clami dependency 

Column 5 line 63 to 
Column o line 5 


Atsomey i>ockuN«. PA235RE 


Claim 

Stsiuis 

Support for Changes 

Claims 60-65 

Can ceiled 


Claim 66 

New: added by the 
amendment dated 
September 1 7. 2004; 
amended herein, to add 
""between member devices 

of a PTT group 
communicating through a 
pub he switched telephone 
network" in the preamble 
and to replace "data" with 
vt at least one PIT frame 
and vocoder" 

Column 4 line 59 to 
Column 5 line 26: 
Column 7 line 53 to 
Column 8 line 20; Fig. 2 


New; added by the 
amendment dated 
September 1 7, 2004 

Column 7 Lines 13-20 

Cam: oS 

New; added by the 
amendment dated 
September ! 7, 2004 

Column 5 One 63 to 
Column 6 line 5 

v 6° 

New; added by the 
amendment dated 
September 17. 2004 

Column 7 Lines 29-46 

Claim. 70 

New: added by the 
amendment dated 
September 17. 2004; 
amendeci herein to address 
35U.S.C. §112 issues 
noted by the Examiner 

Column 6 Lines 57-65 

Claims 71-76 

Cancelled 


Claim 7 7 

New; added by the 
amendment dated 
September 1 ?'., 2004; 
amended herein to replace 
"data" with "at least one 
PTT frame and vocoder" 

Column 4 line 59 to 
Column 5 line 26; 
Column 7 line 53 to 
Column 8 line 20; rig. 2 


New; added by the 
amendment dated 
September 1 7. 2004 

Column 7 Lines 13-29 

CIsim 70 

New; added by the 
amendment dated 
September 17, 2004 

Column 5 line 63 to 
Column 6 line 5 
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Claim 

Stales 

Sispport for Changes 

Claim 80 

New; added by the 
amendment dated 
September 17,2004 

Column 7 Lines 29-46 

Claim 81 

New; added by the 
amendment dated 
September 17. 2004; 
amended herein to address 
35 U.S.C. §112 issues 
noted bv the HjiSiTSiiicr 

Column 6 Lines 57-65 

Claim 82 

Newly added with the 
present amendment 

Column 6 Lines 46-56 

Claim 83 

Newly added with the 
present amendment 

Column 6 Lines 46-56 

Claim »4 

Newly added with the 
present amendment 

Column 6 Lines 57-65 


Newly added with the 
present amendment 

Column 6 Line 66 to 
Column 7 Line 1 2 

Claim 86 

Newly added with the 
present amendment 

Column 6 Line 66 to 
Column 7 Line 12 


C, Electio^Resrocj^gg 

The Office Action made final the restriction requirement to claims 23-26-45-50, 60-65 
and 71-76, which were previously nuneleeted, and directed the Patentee to cancel the nonelected 
claims. Accordingly, the Patentee has cancelled the norselecied claims from this reissue 
application, and hereby reserves the right to renie and pursue the nonelected subject matter in 
one or more divisional applications. 

O, Rejections tm&vr 33 CSX', fell 2 

The Oftke A ess on rejected chins o6-?0 x^dcr 35 UN.C * i i 2 al-egedh as lid ling u» 
comply wiu^ the enablement requirement Patent respect fullv tra\ cses this cround <m le-ecner? 
and requests rec^nstderatio:* thereof. 


22 


Attorney Docket No. FA235RE 

The I \aiiiuu.; Vih *U i-iti^l Hjrde^ iv c^Ja>i.\ a -(.ason^lc ^a? ^ to quost-or the 
&id ilemeio" prouded to- ibe tdrtnsv. n.wrtion. u, F Tc 1557 562. 2~ * \pQ2d 

JVC M-^Ftd C:r. W?,^i ,„xart>ne: ne\t nn^xde a ^avndb'e t> p .^.'hon *o v fcy rbe 
<^ope <n pn^tvnou p;o\ idcd n a -ir ;s not adumtfels enabled the djocb^re, M^Sl' 

§2164,04. 

Claims 66-70 claim the tangible element of manufacture -of a computer readable storage 
v ieu 1 li D iVr^< \>>i> .r- av * ^NSirntc i he t ut wr ' c errn'e 

u^pleir i ~cc }*v, '^Kie^'v-d ~\ i\ uAMrsikw-eia * < . r u>.ef cacaKe rev r 
m> s.^Ij-mv . i.o>vf<e iwirntN c'~ew,e^ ^Xxs.-^a o*riw ^ 

T t O fvt? \ ri, i u,c< text l as* t» *'-J i ' t n ^ ^ (v~b a*\ v^dc 1 ^,),>> 5 2 

J eged\ c - -u ^ vjfc e Pattrtc?' h \ a n<.r\ c v r tt > -cs^ tie s-x^i^ e* 
r*Mscv y ne fc\a^ nt j O * \ v 'o i pages - 5 CU 1 > k> a •» i N.jh t jr^c .c \ 
^•Hiii t ei* <n c a t is-, ev ^ 1< ? *t ut 7 o„ ( ;* a 1 1„ pr > t ». i -rjiq r u 
»"'v 'fi ^ P i r T U vjl e gocro Le i is_i t lop. vu seh r ,? p ! >a"i ^.siwii , w a ^ 

'VvC d'l _A - I> ^eJ '^n^OUX s ifiVO) HCCtTA 

""(Ota \ iMii ice* cc <J^' t ^ -"""'> " -si o ^cci 1 " i " C ^ o 1 . ^cf"\ ^ 
Jx cd v -u --\*cJ , up v U nUk. 5\*l^.r*c n.\r>vX ill } i tm^ ^oa'T < ' 

rejection and requests reconsideration thereof, 

W-th regard to the rejectiojt of e:j;trii 66- ?0. Psur-rce bo> amended rhe.se c : jims be 
directed to a "comp tiler readable mediupi ' l^te^tee dire-:^ the I xamiiicr Ex pan" Ho Li. 
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Appeal 2003-1213 { B? A! 2«K*SK which cites the PTO's agreement that 1i h<^ been the prdcu^ 
tor a number o shears that & 'Beauregard i bun* of thti nature be considered statutory at the 
r$PTO «<> s product dairo. {MTEP ^2;05 01. Is " Patentee respectruhy M^hrnus thai Jams? 66- 
T> reehe .nuiucory subject mrmer ane request that this, ground of rejection he vnthdiawn 

with regard to :be rejection of dan.n 7"-3 . . rh<. Patentee- ha? amended tboc eiaims v 
pos-mely :eer-e v. "I* ll coiTinapxauon netv^'L" Patentee submits that the "'PIT 
oonrnnrnKauon net^ork^ is a specif c "machine" that quahfies a;> statutory subject nattier under 
35 U.S.C. I C i . Ao;ordirg!>. Patentee resoeettuiH submit,- thai daim^ "7-81 recite statutory 
sahieid matter .-nd roquo^t:? wnbdrav a I of thss ground of rejection 

^> Rejections ander 35 U.S .C, „.§&&(£) 

The Office Action rejected claims 40. 44, 51-53. 59, 66-65, aad 77-79 under 35 U.S.C. 
§ 1 02(e) allegedly as being anticipated by Kay el al. (U.S. Pat. No. 5.475,689} C'&ay'h. Patentee 
respectfully traverses this ground of rejection and requests reconsideration thereof. 

Ai s k o^„om. j 4 o vKo-^' s ld> * " »cuo t n 

"iistw<^ ^ nrct n .m^'o < o ^ i etc cite to >te i .r/; ,l, Cv<i , < ^rr 

2-^ S"2 ^ JS'Q:^ lvf> W -o O N hip <itt „ es ev> o ei 

ex^r - ii^pat , ai ib - s -m* mo ,! ion M: n s + kso -'-e^ cu> ^ ^ "M.jeL to 
,e< f-'^s^vx wrOiivigOiwvH .Ac! r < ' < ^ s>ee e a ^ > ' • < ^ ~ \ 

4^o ^ v ^ q_ | ,r ' ^ a: jrt a v ' r 1\ N.O.X. ^ a\r n;e — leg.! h i.up itc - 

o iO «i "ei-i^Ke j i j^vt'.na w> ^e "nus j^s „e { v tti.r c/rn,.: ' t ss „*"ja *-> 
scope -and meaning,"). 1 

' More recently, the Court of Appeal*, for the Federal Circuit tm stated: To anticipate a claim, a sir-gle prior art 
reference m\;»S expressly or inherently disclose each claim trnniajion. Cdentas Techs v Rork>< ?:i Jni's Corp., 150 
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Kay is generally directed io & cellular system iu^iude^ a locul area network where 
ioJ^ f i? ^c"v irK aCac^ \<^c , - Ki^e so <\hi -ojt flits n ^rvcif e< l^Ewrtrtr 
UvC.l oasa-^e- ]'to^>- voif 1 .t>e I o„r + o * se^aest ri Irdi^g , .\ipo ^ >*i oi e *K - 
xOe T ~me\ ^ ^evetscoJoc^, v j\ u-i^coxejo^ hv, jr^t dk>t >ric. set." 

iTKsvgo T 1 c revoke a' ^i^rien ,cuAhe-><j pr>VoH vo.^ev^ me '-^ c> " i ^4,- 
5S1 

ic'voi^ c* *n j'e? t per^ n !. < c\j\ * „*a p<n-A»ts 

r,, f i'rn t ' (*/>„ t l fo-t, >^'.g 

k t </ <t^ <_> * i > > >>, t /v 4 ^^> c / a^h-w- 
1 <"< {f ! T ,< ^uc ,\. t i < A a < 

tal\ Tl cner- ^ ope / ^oV^ oe 
^rov-e^ n^sh-\ -*aA "7^ -exeats an>l <r\atc 

ti 1 o \ cot p<x\ets So \t>„ess.eix are" -oetcc ir 

t )^i " -H ^ A > SL'C l^<-t <T0 Lst 

(crnb & i *tdvx v f- rr^^es v, tea i^or, K&\ co ^ s a i ct^o-x- v.nnt^i hdi s ere* 't 
i.av -e.iH o" it oa*t ^ ie ^ <v ~o : . ^ > p ~ ' > m ^ <^ eU\ ^k dtx , . e> nt^'Sci 

0" "x?:^ k \ c .\,\e ? 1 es s a^d ret k> K cata pav\^ s v o be o av s ec ,n 

5v < 0'Jc v ice vnth t ! at ei-e I>ck + j ^ eoes io 4 J's^ioto Ox i. ^ 1„<- , ^ 

Stava^e o* ^ . v n ^ s g~o - a oi , ovct\'i sb>ol> h ^-\&d<\ 1 

^aiJ' h; v . r~ -4 p_j t ree ba- *rio t ckan to iA,'v"ntdn> *<j *o».ei\ r^> ? 

icwie * t.^ t , «, >;'c s . \»,'?^ f i'„fu">H tie eqjt t to> s ' n h Iudoi ^ 

\ r ir^is^c 1 tl^c 'i .pa.! e.*io i.- r a>\ 't ^oa ^ Co~ d' i.v,a.x v L tie v'„t: :e nu," } ^ i i * lexta 
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q; J <. > >'t>r -.i .<< * } ,»> i \ uyor-^ ^ J a iaoucN ^np ^'sao^e^ "'Kr .vmc 

v v ie p. *y * Ji> \ U<x osv te<^ v ni?aic jos*%> a>»'*-k- n * ^ wo i ruv ai,\ 
"Ot C.Ntl <r -I'ggO^ , . „ -> .isttiutOU'l , - S £ OUaj Ot rc^CO o I «Ia 1 . ^ 

withdrawn 

^ c ^ o.p.'^ne^.v u ut'irj] t'ic; a o^odo ^ aa D l ar.es b- m « 
fSt mctrhcr i <vtr wi^g Sgric I hgiuel. to Vi; lt ;^4-»»9 arc u\ 7 hr,°s- 41-4*; ofK.. \ 
ee ievectb;j \ ojsagjcc k<sv c j 7 bnes 44-4^ £kvU< vs fv: <t r sea' on ^itia^^ ;ra\ 
opciaa? noai - cm oonrccta ^ the PtT^X ka> ^1 ~ Imics - -4^ J^'oses *'v ne tasnatch 
/ j v d\'^ a > ",^< T\ opera *-"-g a p).ih-io-i . k > PI f) w> ,\ : a;,G ? ,<t \n Lai 

e\ *.a .be. .ar^ ^ ^u>n , 3 a t*-v;>. J ^\ / <. i e v est o s * \ ^ C V-»e pa o> *i< * 
c l ! ost < -> . * t °PCs to ^ pah h swi ta u cpavra it\\i'\ .jJ i<\ t< , ^ \g <; >t" ' \» t ,< 

fV» "* ''i ' • t ■> r~!o w ^ercch 5 ; cdei, v "K. ad as 

i i. h > u'Xx.'-taiV '.a' l .^e. \ " vOi^^i^o 'v^i^i, mo~s o j^m^ui a' a o, run 

- i *"„^v ox d i j-ie ; b fsi N 1 i l o tl ^ a <-s t gc^ u «-c ^ i 'e ^ ex v' 1 x t<> os, 5 a" 
jili 11 1 bin, s. cs'wei i <^ ! a^i v . Av k cia,a cs xav t.~c;> >ta^„ -?^t >a^esi <r >uv 1 s 

kc^-ua i\. c w r s ,» I vai ^ef ^Jt A c f a- < [ ^ ^ sjovs'^t viij J <■ 
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public switched telephone network (referring to Figures I and S); granting a speaker privilege to 
the member m response to a PIT request contained within the at least one PTT frame (referring 
to Figure 5); establishing at least one forward communication link with the ai least two other 
members of the PTT communication network (referring to col. 2, line 57); and presiding the data 
frames from the member to the at least two other members of the PTT' communication network 
through the at ieast one forward communication link (referring to eel 7, lines 54-55). Patentee 
respectfully disagrees. 

As noted above, every limitation of a claim must identically appear in a single prior art 
reference tor it to anticipate the claim, Kay discloses the adding of a plurality of 8SCs that are 
i ^ve^vd K <. ku c-e- 5 le \ nrj^eu to ^1 Mho ' uer. . n lx e < o^ ^e. ren%o^ 
tV T >>te^ s m " e^ . N " k r <t c r-e u ^ 5^nrei He^'^v^^u U 

1 i <, t wtc 1 ^ ~ "t>Ndye*t« s a ^st^tu^to^e. e *v op x ~ io s *cMdt MS" i ' 

a^e s ^ o^es*-tr \C a"" > ir Ov/ *o 5 ^A* ^ -x . T J > T^a- 1 v ->)s\ i o \. Jt * be 

^cswvi ^ i Cj; SCs '^e .o it i ix »a u rvj' u>.- 1 * Mk ( ^ v V- N r lIl e-j e K~\ <t\ ^ 
" nc 1 . ' t>t oix > , , U jrx urt ^ , v.o 5 e .i^T^ ti, , ( a u i ihc ^ \ i ^ ip ^ t 
Jh &>"> , n . „ ; » < c >j ? u / (dp R.v*e-i! r ,o ~ g <e nr cc \ 

> l 't k> i < ^ "o he cc rl. * k itNc used * o v %o~s o'ses : c t, e '^r-a?v vt T ^ ^ v ] 

i >iL.e t« or ijv or v ^"b \ ."re ^vYxr^Ktrcnes i . + 1 ci ^hmo 
ba^t st uoe«^rt MsCs > a en ee idsdj^u 4 e^ iv'o ^hv<si:c, >t ~. ^ r u ?e^ v 
M \t i ie v hou js * - em *i) Jt , o * i t^-t * k tP^T* < ot or oc*n ce nt h o 1> ^es t * 

o. H gt p ,.e uru^uai'i g *bu>^ > c *u -*« s^ < „beo c.erh^ »c „s t<> oik * ^ ^ \ i a vu v i.e i.s 
h?\c Vv " ijdte to o . ^r v s\<\ J e^ t J.ncIos*. o urges' a * e<-<- ie^t 

■>l i_ ^ '"o ' \ i ^^ei \ - v k W 15 t ldta^ n 
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For at least the above reasons, Patentee submits that Kay does not disclose independent 
claims 40, 44. 51, 66, and 77 and that these claims are allowable. Patentee further submits that 
dependent claims 43, 52-59. 67-70, and 78-8.1 are allowable at leas? by virtue of their dependency 
on an allowable base claim. 

G. ReiecttoBg under 351JSC 1103 

Claim 41 stands rejected under 35 U.S.C. § 103(a) as being unpatentable over Kay in view 
of Fleischer et al (U.S. Pat, No. 5.680,446 ). Patentee traverses ibis ground of rejection arid 
requests reconsideration thereof. 

Fleischer et al. fails to cure the deficiencies of Kay. Fleischer et a!, generally discloses a 
network screening application that provides two screening features tor a private 
telecommunications network, but fails to disclose or suggest a network controller that stores at 
least one list of members of at least one push-to-talk (PIT) prrvate network and a PIT controller 
operative to cause PIT requests and private network data packets to be processed and routed in 
accordance with the at least one list. Since the combination of Kay and Fleischer et al. fails to 
disclose all of the elements of the independent claim, dependent claim 41 cannot be rendered 
obvious by the cited combination per MPEP §2143.03 Pa.e^tte *e-r* ectfj'o' tcqeoN - 
reconsideration and withdrawal of the 35 USC §1 03 rejee^io , ^ " cixr> 4" 

Claims 43, 58, 70. and 81 stand rejected undet 35 L v C A)\u) ^ xm & oT^eir^ble 
over Kay in view of Grube et al. (U S. Pat. No. 5.3S7.^ ,V ') Pate Uee ~re\ . -st - this g*wru of 
rejection and requests reconsideration thereof. 

Grube et al. fads to cure the defies ic e^ ' _\ (. ~o.be e< i «ener iy a^c <nCs 
processing of dispatch calls in a muhi-S'V c m ar^at sw^o wlt^v <* <-e< i e^ to- i 
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dispatch call is routed to a controller which assigns a controlled device to support the request. 
However, Grube et al. but fails to disclose or suggest a network controller that stores at least one 
list of members of at least one push-to-talk (PIT) private network and a PIT controller operative 
to cause PIT requests and private network data packets to be processed and routed in accordance 
with the at least one list. Grube et al, also fails to disclose or suggest interleaved vocoder frames 
and PIT frames and an interface to a public switched telephone network and for receiving 
interleaved vocoder frames and PIT frames from a first member user. Grube et al. also fails to 
disclose receiving at least one PIT frame and vocoder frames from a member of a PTT group 
through the public switched telephone network. Since the combination of Kay and Grube et al. 
tails to disclose all of the elements of the independent claims, dependent claims 43, 58. 70, and 
SI cannot be rendered obvious by the cited combination per MPEP §2143.03. Patentee 
respectfully requests reconsideration and withdrawal of the 35 USC §103 rejection as to claims 
43,58, 70. and 8 1 . 

Claim 54 stands rejected under 35 U.S.C, § 1 03(a) as being unpatentable over Kay in view 
of Danne et ah (U.S. Pat. No. 5,761 ,619). Patentee traverses this ground of rejection and requests 
reconsideration thereof. 

Danne et al. fails to cure the deficiencies of Kay. Danne et al. generally discloses a 
cellular telecommunications system with a plurality of nodes, but fails to disclose or suggest 
interleaved vocoder frames and P IT frames and an interface to a public switched telephone 
netv ork tv-d for receiving tr.terleax ed vocoder frames and P H frames *u-m a -V;sf member us^r. 
Smcc tiie conibiratifm of Kay and Danne e; ah fails to dtstk>-e ah o> the elements of the 
independent c : a:ni, dependent caun 54 cannot be Tendered obvious d> the ciLxJ ann^n-ation per 
MPEP §2143.0? Patcntte respectfully requests rcconsulerai ^n anc v. nhdrawal oi die 35 USC 
V 10S rejection <i* to Ca ; m 54. 
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reconsideration thereof. 

Weiss falls to cure the deficiencies of Kay. Weiss generally discloses controlling a 
speaker mute time to transmit an information message from a first communication, device to a 
second communication device, but fails to disclose or suggest interleaved vocoder frames and 
PTT frames and an interface to a public switched telephone network and tor receiving interleaved 
vocoder frames and PTT frames from a first member user. Since the combination of Kay and 
Weiss fails to disclose all of the elements of the independent claim, dependent claim 55 cannot 
he rendered ob\ ious by the cited combination per MPE? §2143.03. Patentee respectfully requests 
reconsideration and withdrawal of the 35 USC $103 rejection as to claim 55. 

Claims 5c-57, 69. and SO stand rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable 
over Kay in view of Glaser (U.S. Pat. No 6,0/2.463 K Patentee traverses this ground of rejection 
and requests reconsideration thereof. 

Glaser fails to cure the deficiencies of Kay. Glaser generally discloses processing of 
dispatch calls in a multi-site communication system wherein a request for a dispatch cad is 
routed to a controller which assigns a controlled device to support the request. However, Glaser 
hut fails to disclose or suggest interleaved vocoder frames and PTT frames and an interface to a 
public switched telephone network and for receiving interleaved vocoder frames and PTT frames 
from d iii st member user. Glaser also tails to disclose receiving at least one PTT frame and 
so^ooci »vi vs vm a member of a PTT group through the public switched telephone network. 
Vt\.e ine eomiwho > N f Kay and Glaser fails to disclose all of the elements of the independent 
drtunv dependent claims 56-57, 69, and 80 cannot be rendered obvious by the cited combination 
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pec MPhP £2143 03 3 sttvJcc aspccrfulh requests tecMiMderatJon an<1 v-'ifiiduw-ai of tit; 35 
LTC §1-3 iejeonon :o dam* NV5~. <^;, and SO 

H. Allowable Subject Matter 

Patentee :fcank> me bxan^riei tor .-ll^vsarg c!s;n;^ 1 ar-d 21 -?2 fhe L\anii lor s'atON that 
dasrrs 2-30 v\oifd be allowable if rewritten .-r amended ;o o\etc>)tne the $eje<j'jnn\>) eisde 3*5 
I > C ^ 12, 2rd r:ragr,tch vaied tr Offiee ^efioa Pr,-rei:ee vq^ests e^iirnouoi *rur tae 
Examine*" 5 c refer. r,g ro clam? 2-22, ai> c'arr^s 23-30 * ese prs=\ low-Iy ?, nhd?avvn \ ia rt^fri^'ni 
A;- cetadec ah<ne. Patentee ht?iic\e tnat the eur^tandirg 35 I. SO Mil. 2nd par? graph i^ue* 
have been additssed and ^pce^lshy nrqvess aHov strce of clanns 2-2^ 
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I gh o.. t ie r^e* ch errs. con.au cd N?eu P~*tr:ee « tr:.* tie ar*x<-., 5 u<^ is in 

I 'e ^e v»\ r x.c or </ o o s er^asr:^ .it 1 - -be: .na\ <Y V w lis t ^ ■» ^rcv* » ' Jeiostt 
Account 'No. 17-0026. 


Dated. > E^ 

Reg ^> s"> ^ ^> 
v ^5? ; t>",-i)7 r7 7 

V}L ALCOMM ino> 'rporatcd 

Attn: Patent Deparunent 

■w5 MsfrthiMisc D r ts'c 

bar Diego. California 92121-1 7 14 
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